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POSSIBLE CHANGE 
IN GOVERNMENT POLICY? 

Reports of possible changes in government policy 
on prosecution of conscientious objectors gained mo- 
mentum early this month with the ‘automatic registra- 
tion”’ in Cincinnati of two Quaker non-registrants, Doug- 
las R. Perker and William E. Probasco. 

Appeering in court with counsel for trial on April 5, 
both men were instead registered under the direction of 
the court, and then released on their own recognizance 
(without bail) with an indefinite continuance of their 
cases. Both men sat mute throughout the involuntary 
registration. 

Earlier, there had been rumors from Washington that 
the Department of Justice and Selective Service were 
preparing a plan for the court registration of non-regis- 
trants, to avoid their prosecution and imprisonment. How- 
ever, the Cincinnati action was apparently entirely 
local in character and unrelated to the Washington plan, 
whose likelihood of adoption it is impossible to predict. 

As Parker and Probasco have since received Selec- 
tive Service questionnaires, which have been returned 
without action, their own future remains uncertain. Re- 
newed action against them, however, appears compara- 
tively unlikely. 

A month earlier, in the only other procedure of this 
sort, another Quaker non-registrant, Edgar Norton, was 
registered and classified IV-E (conscientious objector) 
in a proceeding in which he too was entirely mute. In 
Norton’s case, however, the registration occurred after 
his conviction and sentence to a prison term of four 
months. 


Cite S. S. Regulation 


In the recent Cincinnati registration of Parker and 
Probasco, their counsel (Stanley U. Robinson, Jr., and 
Harrop Freeman) cited Selective Service Regulation 
642.31, which gives ample direction for completely 
automatic registration and classification of any of the 
nof-registrants now facing prosecution. 

This regulation provides for the registration and 
questionnaire filling of any man “immediately upon his 
being taken into custody” if it has not already been 
done. Such action shall be taken whether or not the man 
in question answers any questions or signs his name to 
any forms. In Cincinnati, the necessary information was 
obtained from the court records, and although it was in- 
complete, the judge declared the men registered. 

Many of the conscientious objectors affected feel 
far from happy about this possibility, and they will en- 
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TWO ARE CONVICTED 
IN COUNSELLING CASES 


In cases destined to become landmarks in the 
struggle for the freedoms of speech and religion guaran- 
teed by the first amendment, appeals are now being taken 
contesting the convictions of Larry Gera and Dr. Wirt 
Warren. 

Found guilty by juries in Ohio and Kansas respec- 
tively, Gara and Warren had been charged with violation 
of that section of the Selective Service Act which for- 
bids counselling, aiding, and abetting another person to 
refuse registration forthe Draft or to perform other duties 
under it. 

Both prosecutions resulted from letters which the 
defendants wrote to United States officials informing 
them of their actions. Dr. Warren, of Wichita, Kansas, 
a practising physician with three children, wrote to the 
Department ot Justice: 

‘‘T have urged my step-son, Walter Dean Murrah, and 
others not to register under the Selective Service Act... 
(This act)is a law which I feel morally bound to break,’ 

His indictment followed, despite the fact that the 
step-son registered as required, and he was arraigned 


on January 11. He has since been convicted and sen- 


Gara Case Different 


In its prosecution of Larry Gara, ex-prison C.O. and 
Bluffton College (Ohio) teacher, the government went 
much further in its invasion of fundamental liberty. Al- 
though Gara, like Warren, had written a letter in whitch 
he stated that he advocated the non-registrant position, 
he was not convicted on this basis. The first count of 
the indictment against him, based on this letter, was 
withdrawn by the government at the opening of the trial. 

Instead, Gara was convicted because he had aided 
and encouraged Charles Rickert, one of his students 
who had decided to refuse to register months before he 
knew Gara, and who had violated the law before they 
met. 


**Mr. Gara’s Crime’’ 


Commenting upon the conclusion of this trial, an 
editorial in the Toledo Blade noted: 

** , . . so Mr. Gara’s ‘crime,’ for all practical pur- 
poses, seems to have consisted almost entirely of giving 
comfort to a young man who was going to prison for do- 
ing the same thing as a matter of moral principle which 
he had done.”’ 


(An account of th e Ga 
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THE COURT REPORTER 


I. Non-Registrants 


Out of 78 arrests to date, 52 cases have been dis- 
posed of as follows: 
Sentenced to prison 
3 year sentence sy 
2 year sentence 3 
18 month sentence 7 
1 year and ] day 9 


1 year or less 
Total imprisoned 40 


Registered after arrest 7 
Involuntarily registered by court 2 
Dismissed by Commissioner ] 
2 years probation for overseas work 2 


The remaining 26 cases are pending in court. Out of 
the 78 arrested non-registrants, 22 are ex-CPS men, 14 
are veterans, and 6 served wartime prison sentences as 


C.0.’s. 


In addition to those listed in the last issue, the 
following have been sentenced for failure to register for 
Selective Service: 

3/1/49 - Edgar R. Norton, 4 months (Albany, N.Y., 
Judge Stephen W. Brennan; this case has been ap- 
pealed to the Circuit Court.) 

3/16/49 - Ralph. Bargen, 1] year & 1 day, (Hutchinson, 
Kans., pu Arthur J. Mellott) 


The following men are under arrest pending dis- 

position of their cases: 

ALABAMA: Marvin Rockwell, iJoward Rockwell, Wilford 
Guindon 

CALIFORNIA: Robert Cannon, Robert Richter 

ILLINOIS: Gregory Votaw, Robert Beach, Robert Wixom, 
Craig Wilder 

INDIANA: Rollin Pepper, Gerald Haynes, Amos Brokaw, 
Richard Shufflebarger, William Wildman, Stephen 
Simon, Francis Henderson, Charles Frantz, Richard 
Graves 

NEBRASKA: Lorton Heusel, William Heusel ) 

NEW YORK: Wilbur Rippy, Charles Bell, James Neu- 


hauser, Edgar Norton 
II. Counselling Cases. 


Out of .14 arrests charging violation of section 12 
of the Selective Service Act, to council, aid, and abet 
another to refuse to register, the following have been 
convicted: 


3/14/49 - Larry Gara, not yet sentenced (Toledo, Ohioy 
Judge Frank L. Kloeb) 

3/15/49 - Wirt A. Warren, 2 years (Hutchinson, Kans., 
Judge Arthur J, Mellott) 


The remaining twelve nag comprising one case 
. . . . . 
in San Juan, Puerto Rico, have been given an indefinite 
continuance at the request of the government. 


Ill. Refusal to Report for Induction. 


The following has been convicted for refusing to 
accept induction: 
4/4/49 - William F. Bisso, 1 year and 1 day (San Fran- 
cisco, Judge Louis F. Goodman.) 


IV. Men Currently Imprisoned. 


The following are the institutions in which C.O.’s 
are currently incarcerated; while federal censorship 
limits inmates to 7 correspondents, extra letters are 
often delivered but may not be answered: 

Federai Correctional Institution, Danbury, Conn.: Ralph 
Cook, Newton Garver, Paul Cates, Gerald Williams, 
Harold Flakser, Robert Reuman, William R. Young. 

U. S. Penitentiary, Lewisburg, Pa.: Sander Katz. 

U.S. Prison Camp, Mill Point, W. Va.: Norman Moody. 

Federal Correctional Institution, Sandstone, Minn.: Aus- 
tin Regier, David S. Coffman. 

Federal Correctional Institution, Milan, Mich.: Charles 
Rickert. 

U. S. Medical Center, Springfield, Mo.: Herbert Standing, 
Leland Standing, Russell Henderson, David Jensen, 
David Wyman, Harvey Marshall, Herbert Hoover, 
Henry Standing, Arlo Tatum, Harold Burnham, Don- 
ald Laughlin, Roy Knight, Don Mott, Lawrence 
Tjossem, Eston Rockwell, Herbert Smith. 

Federal Correctional Institution, La Tuna, Tex.: Joseph 
Craigmyle. © 

U. S. Prison Camp, Tucson, Ariz.: Philip Howard, Arthur 
Emlen, Atlee Shidler, Walter Coppock, Jr., Gilbert 
McFadden. 


Still in County Jail: Ralph Bargen. 
Free on bail pending appeal; Edgar Norton. 
Free pending beginning sentence: Wirt Warren. 


Since our last issue, the following have been re- 
leased upon completion of their sentences: 
Kingsley Widmer, Gilbert Butler, Robert Meyners, Robert 


McInnes. 





. + « NO women to worry about’? 


LIFE IN COUNTY JAIL 


**Prison is not at all what it is said to be by pessi- 
mists,”’ writes Dr. Robert Reuman, Temple University 
philosophy instructor-who started serving a year and a 
day sentence in the Philadelphia County Prison in Feb- 
ruary. 

“Indeed, I find many blessings here,’ he continues 
in a letter. “I don’t have to worry about traffic problems. 
No women to worry about, no classes to meet, no ponder- 
ing over which movie to see, or who to borrow a buck 
from. 

“Life is simplified here. It moves without haste or 
fuss. You arise at 6:30 and retire at 9:30. In between 
you spend 10 minutes on each of three meals, and there 
again problems are simplified. 


Simplified Eating 


*‘No milk to cause tooth decay. No desserts or 
butter to make you fat. We get good wholesome food like 
beans, potatoes, macaroni, more beans, and plenty of 
stale bread. No fruits or vegetables to clutter up the 
plate. 

“Indeed this coin has a reverse face for lack of 
program and goal is the most debilitating punishment. 
It is a pathetic way to wait for freedom. Minutiae become 
excessively important—whether there is jam for the bread, 
whether there is an unread magazine around, the brief 
sight of sunlic'ic when going from cell block to dining 
room. 


Recalling his days in Civilian Public Service 
o é 3 


Dr. 
Reuman notes the resemblance to mental hospitals: 

‘“‘There are many tragic stories here. Shut from so- 
ciety? Oh no! Thrown, rather, with the society that needs 
you most.” 





THE LARRY GARA CASE 


FRIENDS SUPPORT GARA 


As Larry Gara awaits sentence upon his conviction 
for having encouraged wh suppo red @ young man ra 
had —— to register for the cin ft, the two P hilade Ip! 
Yearly Meetings “of Friends have ‘adopte od and sent - 
President Truman a ringing “Statement on Religious 
Liberty and the Draft Law.” 

As a of this statement gives “‘encouragement and 
support” to “‘every young man who, under a sense of re- 
ligious compulsion, feels that he must aie to compl} 
with the Draft Law,”’ these Philadelphia Quaker bodi es 
are committing the same violation of the Selective Serv- 
ice Act for which Gara was convicted. 

Thus the membership of the Philadelphia Yearly 
Meetings, like other groups which have noile niacin 
declarations, are subject to possible prosecution if that 
section of the law which forbids counselling, aiding and 
abetting is upheld on appeal. The Yearly Meetings also 
appointed committees to raisé funds for Gara’s appeal. 


. 


Excerpts from the text of the statement follow: 

**There have been prosecutions and convictions of 
a considerable number of young men who have not re- 
gistered . . . The heavy prison sentences imposed 
represent harsher treatment than is accorded to many 
guilty of crimes of moral turpitude. There have been 
prosecutions, too, for encouraging or supporting such 
religious objectors in following their consciences. Many 
of those undergoing these experiences are members of 
our Religious Society. 

“‘We are disturbed by these events because we are 
profoundly concerned that the supremacy of religion 
shall not be denied and that religious liberty shall not 
be curtailed. 

** . . . we Delieve that the loyal citizen, acting by 
the light which God gives him in his conscience, must 
judge “whether his government is serving as the instru- 
ment of God’s Kingdom. 

*‘We believe that now, in our time, in our country, 
the great issue is being drawn between the way of Divine 
love revealed by Jesus Christ, and the way of the mili- 
tary system. 


Draft Law Conflict 


“We believe that the Draft Law is one chief point 
at which these two ways of life are in conflict. 

‘©... We believe that every young man who, under 
a sense of religious compulsion, feels that he must re- 
fuse to comply with the Draft Law, et any point, should 
follow the supreme authority of his inne r guide. 

“‘We believe that every Christian aa every Chris- 
tian Church body should encourage and support him in 
his loyalty to the highest that he bnewe. For ourselves, 
we give this encouragement and support, as our Religious 
Society has always upheld its members in faith fully fol- 
lowing their consciences. 

‘We believe religious freedom, if it is to mean 
thing at all, must include the right to advise our members 
to follow the dictates of their consciences, even if they 

e led thereby to violate the Selective Servioe Act of 
19 48 or any other man-made law. Friends have always 

maintained that they owe a higher loyalty to God than to 
the stale 
‘We ui ge Congr: ss to repea 1 the Draft Law 

**So long as it is in heres ' we ask our governmenta 
authorities to administer it under a sense of responsibi l- 
ity to God for maintaining the holiness of religion and 
the sacredness of religious liberty. 


any- 
, 
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IMPLICATIONS OF THE CASE 

The conviction obtained against Larry Gara in Ohio 
in March has highligh te d a se ction of fed e ral law which 
is of the greatest im portance to all freed om-loving 
peop! le. That legal i is found in Section 12 (a) of 
the Selective Service Act: 


ees penne . » » who knowingly 


counsels, ‘aids, 0 abets another to re- 
fuse or evade vote cr service in 
the armed forces or any of the re 
ments of this title ... shall, upon con- 
Viction . be punished . (etc.)’’ 


Although Gara was tried by a which after 
some four hours’ deliberation verdict of 
guilty, the int rpretatio »n of the law made hy Judg e Frank 
Kloeb in instruc ting the jury left Cara’ s ‘pee rs” no 
choice in the matter 

The phrase, “knowingly coul 
according ~* these instru ctions, includes 
any way deliberately advises, encourages, 
supports another person who is violating the 
Service 

In the course of the trial, it was 
that Gara had not been responsibl 
tion of the student, Charles Ricker 
cused of counselling, aiding and abe 
cided not to register (and wrote his fat 
in June. He went to his draft board 
them of his decision to disobey the law for 
reasons, and he did not meet Gara until 
after that. 

Acconing to the instructions of the 
this made ne difference, becau 


uire- 


jury, 
broug! ht in a 
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Act. 
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conscientious 
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all tha 

to convict him was proof that the natural and pro 
effect of Gara’s discussions with Rickert was 
courage the latter’s > to the Se 
ice Law. 

Young Rickert was brought from prison 
at the trial, and he describe 
lowing his violation of the 
sent for him. 

**He told me he had done the c 
war,’ Rickert said in effect, ‘‘and had served 
years in prison for it. He asked me when I he 
decision, and whether I had heard anything 
draft board. And as I left, he called out, ‘Good luck. 

In the weeks that followed be fore Rickert was ar 
rested early in November, he and Gara met freq 
as would be natural of student and teacher livin; 
same dormitory at Bluffton College. They tall 
the court trials of other non-registi ints, or wha 
a convict would involve for Rickert. When h: 
stand in his own defense on the third day of the 
Gara described what happ of th se cony 
sations between the two: 

“7 wanted to find out 
might come,”’ he explained. 
seen conscientious s obje ctors cr ack up because the} 
not really pre an a wanted him to know 
conseq ences * +7 ac tie yn are heavy. 
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FIRST KEGISTERED 


GETS PRISON 
osecution under the new draft law in- 


In the first * 
volving a man who registered and subsequently refused 
army, William Bis so of Sonoma, 


to be inducted into the 
sr mpadeee sentenced to a year and a day in prison early 
this month. The case will probably be appealed. 

22 years old, Bisson was deferred as a farmer under 
the last draft, and applied again for that classification. 
It was refused, he was ordered for ind luction, but refused 
to take the oath and was placed under arrest. 

Having had no contact with pacif fist groups, Bisso 
did not know that under the law he cou get a deferment 
because he could not conscientiously participate in a 
program for organized killing. 


ac « 3 
SENTENCE 


Challenge Constitutionality 


In court before Judge Louis E, Goodman in San Fran- 
sisco, Bisso’s attorney, Clarence Rust, asserted that 
the peacetime draft was unconstitutional. In ruling 
against Bisso, Judge Goodman argued: 

“The United States is still occupying both Japan 
and Germany, and there has been no declaration ending 
the state of war. If for no other reason than to — our 
occupation forces at full strength, Congress has the 
right to oy amy military service. * 

Rust then cited the Selective ergo regu! ation that 
no classification is final, and that a man must be given 
the chance to file a C.O. claim at rr Concurrently, 
efforts were made to get Selective Service to reopen 
Bisso’s case. 

In a very unusual court procedure, Judge Goodman 
agreed to listen to arguments as to Bisso’s conscientious 
beliefs, but ruled he was insincere and im posed the 
prison sentence. 


anv 
cia 


PUERTO RICAN CASE POSTPONED 


Indefinitely continued at the request of the govern- 
ment, there was ~ 8 e last month that the prosecution of 
twelve persons in San Juan, P.R., was be ing aban loned. 

Indicted last November on two counts cha rging tha 
they had counselled refusal to register, and had enge a 
in a conspiracy to that end, the twelve defend: :nts in- 
cluded five women. Three were Puerto Ricans, and the 
others continentals now living on the island. 

Charges grew out of a picketing r of a draft reg 
tion center in Santurce,a suburb of San Juan, w ith signs 
some of which urged young men not to register. 

The prosecution had aroused widespread protest on 
the island, and Puerto Rican leaders took an active 
part in trying to get it dropped. The inclusion in the in- 
dictment of | young women who had taken virtually no 
part in the alleged offense heightened the opposition to 
the case. 


zist ra- 


SECOND GREEK OBJECTOR SHOT 


It is reported that a second Greek Jehovah’s Wit- 
ness has been executed. Despite its protests over Hun- 
garian and Bulgarian violation of religious liberty, and 
despite the complete dependence of the present Greek: 
menenaaeent on p sane tc, aid, the State De epartment has 
made public no protest whatsoever over this greater 
outrage against liao us freedom. 


REFUSES JIM CROW ARMY 


In a suit which tests the constitutionality of segre- 
gation in the armed services, Deveraux Tolan of 
Philadelphia has asked the U. S. District Court for 
injunction to prevent his induction into the army. 

Tomlinson, who was in the Merchant Me rine in the 
last war, said he would be willing to accept ind uction if 
he was not segre egated. The suit is being hear l by Judgs 


J. Cullen Ganey 
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YOU CAN 


Informat 


CET 
Bulleti 


A new series of Information Bulletins are now avail- 
able from the C.C.C.O. office. Those published to date, 
and at no charge, are: 

No. 1 - Sentences Imposed on Conse 

jectors 

No. 2- Probation for Conscientious Objectors 

No. 3 - Mailing and Visiting Regulations for C.O.’s 

No. 4 - Getting C.O.’s Out of Prison 

An attractive new six page illustrated flier outlining 
the problems raised by the im prisonment of C.0.’s has 
also been prepar red for d Ter seg to the general public. 
Sample copies are available free, and the flier, “‘Federal 
Convict 7002 2,’ can also be supplied for mass distribu- 
tion at $1.50 per 100. 
, eS 


Ot r UD: 


PRISON AND COURT MANUAL FOR C.O.’s (40 
50¢, 3 for $1.25, 35¢ each for 10 or more.) ¥ 
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1776 AND ALL THAT (13 pp. mimeo, 10¢). Cites or 
eye 46 authorities from Soc rates to Roosevelt on 
the prior claim of “‘the higher law.” Includes a 
section on the Nuremburg trials. 


WHY DO THEY GO TO PRISON’ (26 pp. mimeo, 10¢). 
The story of Austin Regier and easing Widmer, 
told in their own words, and taken from court records. 

IF YOU KNOW OTHERS 

. . . Who would like to receive these News Notes, send 

us their names and addresses, and we will mail them a 

sample copy of this . There is no sellaselation 

price, the cost being t] 

work of the conmitt 
Central Committe: 
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XTENSION OF CONSCRIPTION 


Two new legislative efforts which concern military 
— to conscript the citizens of the country are now 
eing pressed. 

One concerns the request of a War Department com- 
mittee to use the Selective Service Act, which now has 
a “‘holiday’’ on inductions, as a means of increasing the 
strength of the National Guard and the Organized Re- 
serve. A bill to carry out this recommendation is re- 
portedly in preparation. 

In Pennsylvania, the legislative duty of every male 
resident aged 18 to 45 as a member of the militia is 
being streamlined in a revised bill which enables the 
governor, if he deems it necessary, to ‘‘order an enroll- 
ment to be made of all persons liable to service in the 
militia by volunteer or draft.” 

hese conscripted militiamen would be “‘subject to 
no active duty except in case of war invasion prevention 
of invasion disaster peace and war the suppression of 
riots and to aid civil officers in the execution of the 
laws of the Commonwealth...’? (The punctuation is the 
bill’s.) 

Religious conscientious objectors, as defined by 
regulations to be set up by the governor, can be exempted 
from combatant but not from non-combatant duty (as de- 
fined by the governor.) 

Failure to perform any ‘‘duty’’ required by this law 
is punishable as a misdemeanor ot such individual 
shall also be liable to such punishment as a court 
martial may upon conviction determine.” 

Most of this is not new, going back to colonial days 
when every male was regarded as a member of the 
militia, and these powers have reportedly not been 
used since the Whiskey Rebellion of 1794, and would 
be open to serious challenge in the courts. Nonetheless, 
it is significant that the state government claims this 
sweeping power over its citizens. 

C.O. STAND HELD GROUND TO 
FORFEIT G.I. INSURANCE 

In the first such instance known to this committee, 
a Navy veteran who has since become a C.O. faces loss 
of his insurance benefits, including what he has paid in, 
because he has filed a Selective Service Form 150 as a 
conscientious objector. 

Basis of this action is Section 13 (b) of the Veter- 
ans Administration National life insurance plan, which 
reads: 

*‘Any person guilty of mutiny, treason, spying or 
desertion, or who, because of conscientious objections, 
refuses to perform service in the land or naval Races of 
the United States ... shall forfeit all rights to this in- 
surance.” 

Many ex-Gl’s who have since become conscientious 
objectors face loss of their rights earned through their 
sacrifices during the war. It would not be a far step 
from the above to denial of privileges under the G.I. Bill 
of Rights. 


STUDENT FORCED TO WITHDRAW 

A University of California sophomore, Walter M. 
Fitch, was to withdraw from the University for 
his refusal to register for the third semester of military 
training. Fitch had become a conscientious objector, and 
was unable to continue at Cal., which has compulsory 
military training. 


orcees 


G.I.’s SUPPORT NON-REGISTRANT 


In addition to backing from the Germantown (Pa.) 
Monthly Meeting of Friends, of which he is a member, 
non-registrant Robert Wixom, student at the University 
of Illinois, has received substantial support from quite 
a different source. 

In a letter to the U.S. Attorney which was published 
in the local press, the members of the student housing 
co-operative where Wixom lives have entered the case 
in his behalf. 

At the time Wixom was elected to membership, the 
letter states, ‘‘nineteen of the twenty members of the 
house were ex-GI’s and all of the members were aware 
of the fact that he had been a C.O. throughout the war. 
Concrete evidence of our confidence in and respect for 
Bob is the fact that he was elected secretary last 
semester. 

*‘While we do not feel that the action Bob has taken 
in not registering for the draft would be the proper course 
for any of the other members, we are all agreed that it 
is the proper course for Bob. It is a reasonable devel- 
opment of his rearing and education in the Quaker faith, 
his experiences during the war, and of his character as 
we have observed it from day to day. 

**This letter is being sent with the unanimous ap- 
proval of the membership .. . in the earnest hope that 
all parties concerned may find a solution that is in ac- 
cordance with the highest concepts of justice and 


liberty.”” 


PAROLE DENIED 


First C.O. prisoners to become eligible upon com- 
pletion of one-third of their sentences, Newton Garver 
and Sander Katz have been denied parole following 
hearings by judges of the U. S. Board of Parole. 

Subsequent inquiry reveals great hostility towerds 
conscientious objectors on the part of a majority of the 
of the Parole Board, with the indication that so long as 
these men maintain their position of refusing to register, 
the Board will give them scant recognition. 

This apparent policy of blanket denial of parole to 
C.0.’s should be compared with the Parole Board’s 
action in the criminal cases they usually encounter, In 
the years 1944-7, out of 34,656 cases decided, parole 
was granted in 45.6%. Of specific applicants for parole 
in the year 1946-7, the following percentage of appli- 
cants were granted parole, according to crime: 


83.2% granted 

69.2% 

58.4% 

42.9% 

35.7% ; 

The comparable figure for C.O.’s to date is zero. 
The parole law gives the board authority to release men 
on parole where there is reasonable probability that they 
will abide by the laws and “‘if in the opinion of the 
Board such release is not incompatible with the welfare 
of society.” 

The C.O.’sin prison meet these conditions. Whether 
or not the present discriminatory policy continues will 
depend ressure placed on the Board, primarily 
from other gO Persons ihterested in 
making their opinion felt may find the following inf 
tion useful: 


Embezzlement 
Extortion 
Liquor laws 
Assault 
Kidnapping 
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(Continued on page 6) 





POSSIBLE CHANGE 
IN GOVERNMENT POLICY 


(Continued from page 1) 


gage in no affirmative act, nor will they cooperate with 
the process in any way. If the government ‘de scides to 
use such a method of automatic registration, however, 
instead of prosecution, the C.O. will have no choice in 
the matter. Such automatic registration occurs eventually 
anyway, as prison inmates are registered by the warden 
before their release. 


Prosecutions Continue 


Meanwhile, prosecutions continue. Word has just 
been received that Millard Hunt and Jack Singletary were 
given a sentence of a year and a day in Macon, Ga 
Robert Cannon is scheduled to come up in Los Angeles 
the latter part of this month. 

Early in May seven men face trial before Judge 
Robert C. Baltzell, ina court action that will be watched 
with considerable anxiety. There has been more vocal 
action against non-registrants in Indiana than elsewhere 
to date, and bails set there have been markedly higher 
than anywhere else. The Richmond (Ind.) American 
Legion has condemned the Earlham College students 
who are “non-registrants, and those of the faculty who 
have encour aged or assisted them. The Legion demands 
expulsion of the students upon their conviction, “‘as 
evidence to the world that Earlham College believes in 
the enforcement of law, and does not seek as members 
of its student body men who openly and flagrantly dis- 
regard a fundamental federal law.” 


PAROLE DENIED 
(Continued from page 5) 

The Chairman of the U. S. Board of Parole, Dept. 
of Justice, Washington, is Dr. George G. Killinger; 

As the members of the Board are ap; sointed by and 
serve at the pleasure of Attorney General Tom Clark, 
letters to him and President Truman would be useful; 

Two interested Congressmen are Senator William L. 
Langer and Representative Emanuel Celler. 

Another possibility worth some consideration is the 
use of writs of habeas corpus or writs of mandamus in 
the courts, to compel equitable treatment of C.O.’s by 
the U. S. Board of Parole. 

Further information on the parole system and about 
other ways of effecting the et wr of C.0.’s will be 


found in INFORM ATION BULLETIN No. 4 


, “Getting 
Conscientious Objectors Out of Prison,’ rvailable with- 


out charge from the CCCO. 


THE LARRY GARA CASE 
(Continued from page 3) 


inward preparation, and for him to know 
sure. 

The makin g ofafelon i is as sim} ple as that under the 
Selective Revels e law, and as he add essed the jury in 
his closing speech, Prosecutor Openland er said: 

“If ever a man convicted Side elf on the stand, Gara 
did! All these actions—‘good luck,’ discussion of prison 
or prayer life—had aided and abetted Rickert. You can’t 
place any other gn on it!’” 

Gara had told the jury thet he had told heey to 
follow his own conscience hs to be sure to change his 

osition if his conscience so dictated. To Mr. tod 
aan 4 this was the crowning evidence of guilt: 

“] make a lot out of that statement, sig hes sa 
could the boy waiver when day after day, instead of 
getting a little fatherly advise, he was 08 ysed to an 
influence like that? If the Gnger of shame had been 
pointed at Rickert, who can say ‘ifhe wouldn the ive seen 
the error of his ways?’ : 

If it is really a crime not to point “‘the eh 
shame”’ at a conscientious objector who is violating a 
military law, the government will nave no trouble in 
filling every vacant jail cell in the la and . In addition to 
the Philadelphia Yearly Meetings of Friends (who 
statement is published elsewhere in this issue), we 
other Quaker groups, most religious bodies, and count- 
less other individuals have committed the crime of en- 
couraging and supporting some conscientious obj jector’s 
resistance to the la aw, when to obey it would be to 
violate his conscience. 

The most unusual thing ab 
however, is why they selected Gara. While Ga 
a provoca ative letter (which prompted his 
he said he had urged young some to take this pos 
and held it himse If, he was not convicted for that | oh ry 
for which no supporting evidence could be found. Mar 
such letters have been written to government offici 
several score persons have pickete d, advocating 
registration; some Friends Meetings have urg 
members not to register; 300 prominent minister 
lished a pamphlet urgin 
evidence before them, yA single out a — tea 
in a small Mecnentie school for the much ‘“‘lesser”’ 
offense of sv ipporting a non-registrant who had already 
taken his position independe ntly ? 

Until it is reversed by the hig gher courts, to which 
appeal is being taken, what hapj pened to Gara could 
happen to thousands of other An saieatn. 
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